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second half of the task (begun in 1789); truth and justice
would really be applied; the world would be renewed, re-
juvenated. Our fathers had died in the wilderness ; we were
to be the generation that sees and reaches the promised land.
Then came the desired summit, 1830—and we find that far
from its being a true summit it only revealed before our weary
eyes another plain, as marshy as the first." It is a serious
indictment against a party and that party's creed to have
disillusioned a generation and bored a whole country, and few
events in the history of thought and politics are more tragic
than the failure of French Liberalism to have acted up to its
inner convictions and to use such unique opportunities. We
cannot deny to its representatives great learning, much courage,
and a certain sincerity of opinion and goodness of intention ; at
some other period of history they might have made a success
of the work of government and rooted the Liberal tradition
in French soil, but the circumstances of the particular time
were too difficult for their limited vision and timidity.
The causes of the Liberal failure have appeared in the pre-
ceding pages and need only brief summarizing. That opponents
to Right and Left did nothing to make their task easy, that
Liberals were too lacking in inner unity, too much weakened
by personal and dogmatic rivalries, to be free to give their best,
may be freely admitted. That they were hampered by their
regard, often ignorant or at least inadequate, for English in-
stitutions and precedents is also certain. That they blundered,
as we shall see later, in their attitude towards Bonapartism and
towards the Church is a matter of importance. Going deeper
into things, it is clear that Liberalism missed golden oppor-
tunities, to say no more, by not identifying itself with urgently
needed social reforms and allowing revolutionary democracy,
both Republican and Socialist, to have as it were the monopoly
of care for the poor, of social and economic problems. The
rigid divorce between economics and politics, which was to be
the bane of modern days, was largely the work of a party
that utterly misunderstood both the said responsibilities of
governments and the nature and consequences of " freedom "
in industry and commerce.
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